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The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to file a timely and proper reply 
to a notice or action by the United States Patent and Trademark Office. The date of 
abandonment is the day after the expiration date of the period set for reply in the office notice 
or action plus any extension of time actually obtained. 

APPLICANT HEREBY PETITIONS FOR REVIVAL OF THIS APPLICATION 
A grantable petition requires the following items: (1) petition fee, (2) reply and/or issue fee, (3) 
terminal disclaimer with disclaimer fee, if appropriate, (4) adequate showing of the cause of 
unavoidable delay. 


1 . Petition fee - CHECK IN THE AMOUNT OF $510 IS INCLUDED. The Director is hereby 
authorized to charge the following fees, or credit any overpayments, to Deposit Account 
No. 500732 of Henry T. Brendzel , should a check not be enclosed, or be enclosed but for an 
incorrect amount. 



2. Reply and/or Issue fee 

The issue fee and publication fee (if application of $ 


□ has been paid previously on 12/8/05 by means of a check, and the PTO, in fact, 
cashed the check, it being posted on 12/16/2005. . 

f~l is enclosed herewith 

3. Terminal Disclaimer with Disclaimer fee 

Since this utility/plan application was filed on or after June 8, 1995, no terminal 
disclaimer is required. 

□ A terminal disclaimer and fee of $ is enclosed herewith 

4. STATEMENT: 

This application became abandoned unavoidably because an Office Action that 
purportedly was mailed out by the USPTO was never received. Since the Office 
Action followed an RCE filing on June 17, 2007, there was no way for applicant to 
know, or to even expect, that an Office action might be mailed by the PTO. Proof to 
the effect that no Office Action was received is enclosed. 
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